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Rethinking the Learning Outcome of 
E-learning

Abstract
This paper analysises the recently approach of assessment E-learning outcome in inter-
nal and abroad, and further compare the difference of practical and theory between
internal and abroad.  The destination of this paper is through rethinking related study
about assessment approach of E-learning outcome to realize the advantages to learners.
This study discovery in internal, the learning outcome of E-learning almost use the
grade of achievement test and satisfaction as indicators, but abroad indicators are use
multidimensional indicators, and the approach which instructor and learners implement
E-learning direct affect learning outcome. 
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